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Dear Sir: 

/[dl Responsive to the Examiner's letter of August 15, 2001, it is respectfully requested that 
:he Examiner reconsider the rejection of claims 19 and 20 and allow claims 19 and 20. 



REMARKS 

The undersigned attorney hereby affirms the election to prosecute claims 19 and 20 in 
this application. (It is noted that the elected claims are shown as claims 19-29 in the requirement 
for restriction. However, on PTO form 326, the claims are referred to as 19-20, as well as at 
other places in the Office action, which are believed to be correct.) 

The Examiner has rejected claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bhatt 
et al, U.S . Patent 5,822,856, hereinafter Bhatt et ai. This rejection is not thought to be well 
taken. The Examiner in rejecting this claim states: 



EKO919960138DS2 (IEN-10-5202-C1) 



Received from < 440 205 3601 > at 1 1/9/01 12:23:33 PM JEastem Standard Timel 



